The world we know now is very different from that of 100 years ago, and 100 years or even only 50 years from now, it is likely to be even more different. The existence of more human beings dependent for their survival on the same resources and the probability of a warmer and drier climate, will lead to complicated and unpredictable consequences. The loss of soils, natural habitats and species may well have progressed to a point where their combined effects are felt not just locally but over large areas of the globe. Conservation must take centre stage now but how to go about it?
Furry and feathery species are, like us, relatively big animals and our inherent vertebrocentric bias is evident everywhere from Primary Schools to Universities and at all levels of decision and policy making. Pandas, tigers and the like may be attractive and cuddly but they are really not that important. The critical fauna is made up of invertebrates, mini-beasts, creepy-crawlies, call them what you like.
It is these small creatures that make the world go round, or at least keep its terrestrial and marine ecosystems functioning. Working out just how they do this and what will happen if they stop doing their fundamental jobs will keep biologists busy for the foreseeable future. People working in conservation -managers, students, land owners, grant-givers -have simply got to realise the simple truth that the total impact of invertebrate species is orders of magnitude more significant that that of vertebrates.
Management plans that are based on vertebrate data are nowhere near adequate. It is high time we changed our frame of reference and looked at the world around us in much closer detail. It is true there are problems -invertebrates are many, varied and as most of them are small or very small, they are difficult to sample effectively and identify accurately.
Before you can do any conservation work you need to know what species are present and in what quantities. With macrofauna this is simple enough but for most invertebrates the estimation of biodiversity from local sampling can be a complex and demanding job. Leaving aside the problem of the ever shrinking number of trained taxonomists who can actually identify invertebrates at the specific level, there are right and wrong ways of sampling, preserving material and interpreting survey results. It is a sad truth that a great deal of well-intentioned field work has been wasted over recent years either through the use of the wrong techniques, insufficient sampling or poor preservation. Most museums house the results of innumerable surveys that have never been studied properly, save a cursory listing of the major taxa present. Anyone wanting to do it right must read Tim New's excellent book before they start, for it contains all you need to know in a concise and readable form.
The journalist John Junor once said 'an ounce of emotion is equal to a ton of facts. Well, we've had quite enough emotion as far as the environment and conservation issues are concerned -we need as many facts as we can get. Invertebrate surveys for conservation provides the tools to do the job. Is the job too big for us? That's a different question.
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